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Hxaminer: R. Chin 
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Sir: 

DO NOT ENTER: /R.CJ 

TH, „ in rc S p„„ se „ the omco Ac[ion 0ctobcf 2) jflo8 ^ 

«— . a* a w W d ,. BU3ec . Claims , 7 ^ ,„ ^ ^ rcjccted ^ 

that teaches a faugh bri.itle having a groove or flute along hs Kmgltudiniil axis. Thus' the 
^^^^^^^^^^^^ 
-otion. ^^--^-nan^*^^^^ 

Stewart. 

The Kxami „c ri , lso notcd stt , ctum , ^ awwd ^ 

da, ms tat „ ccd t0 b0 cm Api)| . cmt ^ th<; ^ ^ ^ ^ 

respectfully rcq ueS Ls reexamination of the Claims. With r«pcc, to the rejection of 
Claims 17 and 19 under 35 U S C 103, Applicant averts thal ^ Claims , as Mm!cted 
arc no longer barred by Stewart. 

Further, Stewart docs not claim the functional attributes of Applicant's groove 
with respect to his invention. Stewart doe, not make any reference in his specification or 
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claims to the results achieved from the structural elements of the invention. Essentially, 
Stewart demonstrates a technique for efficient placement of thu bristles in "tuft-rccciving 
holes" such that the apices of the cross-section of the bristles are adjacent to each. The 
effect, if any, that such a placement will have on cleaning, particularly the ability of the 
apices of the bristles to act as cleaning devices is not mentioned or left lo speculation. 

Moreover, the arrangement of (he bristles as described by Stewart virtually 
precludes the apices from having any cleaning function since the apices arc adjacent to 
each other and not exposed. Further, unlike the bristle of Applicant's invention that has a 
single groove along the longitudinal axis and is designed so that the entire length of the 
bristle is a cleaning device, the polygonal shape of Stewart's bristles does not lend itself 
to a cleansing function. Consequently, applicant asserts that the differences between the 
Stewart bristle and the bristle of the invention are not merely functional. 

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner reconsiders and 
reexamines claims 17 and 19. as amended. These amendments were made with a view to 
overcoming the Examiner's rejection of the referenced claims. Applicant believes that the 
amendment to the claims is consistent with the Examiner's suggestions. 

Applicant has also corrected claims 20 and 21 to remove the deficiencies noted by 
the Examiner. . 
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